Remarks 

This, communication is considered fully responsive to the non-final 
Office Action mailed October 23, 2006 and made Final (the ""Final Office 
Action"). Claims 1-28 were examined. Claims 1-28 stand rejected. Claims K 
2, 13. and 21 are amended No claims are canceled. No new claims are added 
Reexamination and reconsideration of the currently pending claims are 
respectfully requested . 

\ppheant appreciates the telephone mtmicw [Xannnci I in at-eotdtd 
Applicant's attorne\. \iaik Ticunei ( hereinafter 1 \h Trennefl on Januars 4, 
21*0" Oujina the telephone tntasiew. Mi Siermei explained that the pumais 
tefctenee relied on m the final Offku \ctiun lie. the Baker refeiencU is 
dnected to diffeicnt art than that which is Jaimed b\ Applicant 

Specifically, Applicant explained that Baker is duected to lestricttnu 
access to information in a local area neKsork using a softwaie component with 
a specific purpose of managing access tights to public mfomiauon for each 
usei terminal The access lights can only be modified h\ an authorized 
manauei Sec, c g , Baker .it col 1 . lines 14-10, col 3, lines 8-15 21-^2 and o2- 
67, col 7, lines 1-16. 

In contiast, \pphcant"s (mention is duected tow aid an acme 
information model wheiem the sWem starts with a simple model and impioxes 
over time to ieflect moie sophisticated needs of an individual e g as explained 
on page 34. hue 25 to page 35, line o. 
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Mr. Trenner also explained that the relation in claim I characterizes the 
relationship between elements of a data source, the association declares a 
relationship exists between two or more elements of the data source, and the 
rule embodies the association, e.g., as explained on page 42, line 17 to page 43 
line 31. 

The Fxatninet &:\ui that he undu stood the distinction and said that 
clanfung amendments in tins regard would likely overcome the rejections with 
tegaul to Balet 1 he Bxaminei requested that \pphcant tile an RCf so that he 
could do a new search. 

No New .Matter 

No new matter is introduced by the amendments. Support for the 
amendments is found in the specification as originally filed, e.g., on page 34, 
line 25 to page 35, line 6; and on page 42, line 16 to page 43, line 31, 

C|aim ii Rejec|ioiis 

Applicant hehexes that ail claim : ejections m the Final Office Action ate 
moot sn \iew ot the amendments and foi the reasons discussed with Examines 
\ m dining the telephone mtt-mevs on Januan 4, 200", a,s summjiiAil abo\e 

Applicant icsenes the ught to pteseuJ fuithct atgumcnt it au\ injections 
aie maintained m skw of the amendments Vppheunt herj>\ mcoiporates b\ 
lefeicncc ail of the arguments pie\iousi\ piesented in the Response to the fust 
Office \etson filed on August 14, 2006 \pphcam maintains that the claim 



TRENNER LAW FIRM. LLC 



10 



recitations are not taught or suggested by the cited references for at least these 
reasons. 

Conclusion 

The Applicant respectful!} icquests that a time!} \otice of Allowance 
be issued m tins matter If there are any matters that may be clarified by 
telephone, the Examiner is encouraged to call Applicant's uttornc> at the 
number listed below. 



Respectfully Submitted, 




Dated: January 22 2007 



By: 



Mark D. Trenner 
Reg. No. 43,961 
(720)221-3708 
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